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PER CURI AM

In 1996 Douglas Cemons Siler was sentenced to
ei ghty-seven nonths of inprisonnent and four years of supervised
rel ease. Siler began serving his term of supervised rel ease on
Decenber 7, 2001. On April 14, 2004, he was arrested for violating
his supervised release. At his hearing on the matter, Siler
admtted the violations and was sentenced to eleven nonths of
incarceration and thirty-seven nonths of supervised release
thereafter. Siler’s counsel filed a tinely notice of appeal and a
notion to wthdraw as counsel .

On appeal, Siler’s new counsel has filed a brief under

Anders v. California, 386 U S. 738 (1967), alleging that there are

no neritorious issues on appeal, but raising one issue: whether
Siler received ineffective assistance of counsel in the district
court proceedings. For the reasons that follow, we affirm
Claims of ineffective assistance of counsel are not
cogni zable on direct appeal wunless the record conclusively

establ i shes i neffective assi st ance. United States v. Ri chardson,

195 F.3d 192, 198 (4th Gr. 1999). To allow for adequate
devel opnment of the record, clainms of ineffective assistance
generally should be brought in a 28 U S.C. § 2255 (2000) notion.

United States v. King, 119 F.3d 290, 295 (4th Cr. 1997).

W find that Siler has failed to establish ineffective

assi stance of counsel on direct appeal. |In accordance with Anders,



we have reviewed the entire record in this case and have found no
neritorious issues for appeal.’ W therefore affirm Siler’s
conviction and sentence. This court requires that counsel inform
his client, inwiting, of his right to petition the Suprene Court
of the United States for further review. |If the client requests
that a petition be filed, but counsel believes that such petition
woul d be frivol ous, then counsel may nove in this court for |eave
to withdraw fromrepresentation. Counsel’s notion nust state that
a copy thereof was served on the client. W dispense with ora

argunent because the facts and |egal contentions are adequately
presented in the materials before the court and argunment woul d not

ai d the decisional process.

AFFI RVED

"Because the sentencing guidelines relating to revocation of
supervi sed rel ease have al ways been advi sory, see U S. Sentencing
Quidelines Manual Ch. 7 Pt. A the sentence in this appeal is not
i npacted by the decision in United States v. Booker, 543 U S.
125 S. C. 738 (2005).
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